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MONDAY, MAY 13, 1957 


Unirep States SENATE, 
Suscommirree To INvEsTIGATE THE 
ADMINISTRATION OF THE INTERNAL Security Act 
AND OruHer INTERNAL Security Laws 
OF THE COMMITTEE ON THE JUDICIARY, 
Washington, D.C. 

The subcommittee met, pursuant to call, at 2: 40 p. m., in room 424, 
Senate Office Building, Senator Roman L. Hruska presiding. 

Also present: Robert Morris, chief counsel; William Rusher, asso- 
ciate counsel, and Benjamin Mandel, research director. 

Senator Hruska. The committee will come to order. 

Mr. Morris. Senator, before proceeding with the witness for today, 
I would like to offer for the record two charts about the Chinese Com- 
munists on the mainland, published by the Asian People’s Anti-Com- 
munist League, Republic of China, the years 1955 and 1956. 

These have been transmitted by Ku Cheng-Kang who is chairman 
of the Asian People’s Anti-Communist League, who was here on Fri- 
day and he met with at least one member of the subcommittee and 
with the staff and presented this, among other documents, in connec- 
tion with the hearings that we have on the general nature of the 
Chinese Communist organization and its effects upon the United 
States. 

I feel that I would like to offer these for the record, Mr. Chairman, 
and may they be printed as part of the official record together with a 
letter of transmittal. 

Senator’ Hruska. The charts will be received, together with the 
letter of transmittal. 

(The material referred to was printed separately under the title 
“Nature of Communism in Occupied China.”) 

Mr. Morris. Senator Hruska, we have here today Mr. Andrew 
Marton who was the Associated Press reporter in Budapest at the 
time of the Hungarian revolution. 

As you know, Senator, the Internal Security Subcommittee has 
been holding a series of hearings since last October on the nature of 
the Hungarian revolution with a view toward trying to determine 
the effect that that particular historic dev elopment may have had 
upon the Communist parties of the United States and the rest of the 
world. 

I think, Senator, that Mr. Marton will be, probably, almost the last 
witness we will have now in the series and the recommendation was 
made by the staff that we will now be able to proceed and write a 
report as a result of all this after the testimony of Mr. Marton. 
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Senator Hruska. Very well. 

Mr. Morris. Mr. Marton, will you stand to be sworn, please ? 

Senator Hruska. Do you solemnly swear that the testimony you 
are about to give will be the truth, the whole truth, and nothing but 
the truth, so help you God ? 

Mr. Marron. I solemnly swear that the testimony I am about to 
give will be the truth, the whole truth, and nothing but the truth, so 
help me God. 


Mr. Morris. Will you give your full name and address to the steno- 
type reporter ? 


TESTIMONY OF ANDREW MARTON, WASHINGTON, D. C. 


Mr. Marton. My name is Andrew Marton and my present address 
is 2224 F Street NW., Washington. 

Mr. Morris. And what is your business or profession ¢ 

Mr. Marton. I am a newspaperman. I was staff reporter of the 
Associated Press for the last 10 years in Budapest between 1947 and 
1957. After that I was assigned to the Vienna Bureau of the AP 
in January and February and now last month I am assigned to the 
Washington bureau of the AP. 

Mr. Morris. Mr. Marton, for this reporting you have gotten the 
Polk award, have you not, for reporting ? 

Mr. Marton. I got the George Polk award from Long Island Uni- 
versity and I got the presidential award of the Overseas Press Club 
and a third award for my reporting on the Hungarian revolution. 
Actually, the first award, the George Polk award, I got jointly with 
my wife. 

Mr. Morris. Isee. Whois your wife? 

Mr. Marton. My wife is Dr. Ilona Nyilas, and she was a staff re- 
porter of the United Press in Budapest from 1949 until 1957. 

Mr. Morris. And she was the UP reporter ? 

Mr. Marton. She was the United Press correspondent. 

Mr. Morrts. Senator, Mrs. Marton is available if the committee 
desires to take her testimony; but at staff level, Senator, we felt, Mr. 
Marton at this time could tell the story for such purposes of the work 
of the subcommittee. 

Mr. Marton, where were you born ? 

Mr. Marron. I was born in Budapest. 

Mr. Morris. And would you tell us something about your education ? 

Mr. Marton. I graduated from the Budapest University of Eco- 
nomics. I got two degrees, the master’s and the doctor’s degree in 
economics. From Budapest I spent some time all around Europe 
and was a member of the resident group of the Smallholders Party 
which, as you know, has been the majority political party in the 
Hungarian Parliament, the anti-Communist political party after 
World War II. 

Immediately after the war the Smallholders Party published its 
official newspaper and I became the assistant publisher of the paper 
and a columnist. I also joined at the same time the London con- 
servative newspaper, the Daily Telegraph, was the Budapest reporter 
of the Daily Telegraph, and in 1947 I joined the Associated Press and 
2 years later I became a staff reporter of the AP. 
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Mr. Morris. That would be 1939. 

Mr. Marton. 1949; in 1947 I joined the AP and in 1949 I became 
a staff reporter. During this time I covered all the major political 
trials in Hungary. 

Mr. Morris. Did you remain a member of the Smallholders Party 
during that period? 

Mr. Marron. I beg your pardon? 

Mr. Morris. Did you remain a member of the Smallholders Party 
during that period? 

Mr. Marron. I was not a member of any political party. 

Mr. Morris. While you were a reporter. 

Mr. Marton. Yes. 

Mr. Morris. Were you arrested at all by the Hungarian Communist 
regime, Mr. Marton ? 

Mr. Marron. When Mr. Rakosi made his rather spectacular come- 
back in 1955, January, some weeks later, in February, I was arrested; 
4 months later my wife was arrested. 

Mr. Morris. This is after Mr. Rakosi made his, as you say, spectacu- 
lar comeback in the year 1955? 

Mr. Marron. I call it a rather spectacular comeback. He ousted 
Imre Nagy. Imre Nagy took over actually on July 1, 1953, and he 
in a most dramatic way proclaimed the “new look” policy in Hungary. 
The same Imre Nagy who is now in exile in Rumania, if not in a 
prison somewhere. 

That was 1953. He made the mistake to tolerate Mr. Rakosi in the 
background and Mr. Rakosi took the first opportunity to oust him. 

As you may remember, Mr. Nagy was purged from the Communist 
Party, accused with writers’ deviation and all sorts of things, and 
Mr. Rakosi was firmly back in power. That was early 1955 and simul- 
taneously I was arrested. Four months later my wife was arrested. 

Mr. Morris. And for how long did you stay incarcerated ? 

Mr. Marron. I was “only” 18 months in prison. I was sentenced 
to 13 years imprisonment and later a court of appeals reduced this 
term to 6 years in prison. Then, during the more liberal atmosphere 
of the prerevolution months, in August 1956, I was pardoned and set 
free as so many other political prisoners in Hungary. I was accused 
openly with having been the master spy of the United States of Amer- 
ica. All since 1945, since World War II. 

Mr. Morris. Now, did you subsequently learn from an authoritative 
source or certainly a credible source, the real reason for your arrest? 

Mr. Marron. I did. 

Mr. Morris. At that time, Mr. Marton ? 

Mr. Marton. I did. 

Mr. Morris. What did you learn it to be and to what extent can you 
tell us, having in mind the source of your information, to be the reason 
for your arrest ? 

Mr. Marron. The theory is the following: 

During the revolution, gates of the secret police in Budapest were 
wide open and I and so many others could get hold of an amazing 
amount of information. So I learned why I, and later my wife, was 
arrested, 

Mr. Morris. In other words, evidence. became available during 

the few days that the—— 
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Mr. Marton. Of freedom. 

Mr. Morris. Of freedom. 

Mr. Marron. A certain Colonel Ivanzov-—— 

Mr. Morris. Is that his last name? 

Mr. Marron. I have only one name and that is his name. Colonel 
Ivanzov, who is a colonel of the NK VD, the Russian secret police, 
came in January 1955 from Moscow with specific orders that I should 
be arrested. The reason was that Moscow wanted to stage a show 
trial before the Geneva Summit Conference, a show trial with me as 
defendant No. 1 in the dock, unmask the United States of America 
in the usual way, and specifically to prove how the United States of 
America influenced Imre Nagy in proclaiming the New Look and 
trying to establish, let us call it, a more liberal atmosphere in my 
country. 

Actually, during the 4 months of, let’s call it, the first period of my 
arrest, I was convinced that Mr. Nagy was in a neighboring cell some- 
where in the prison because the way 1 was interrogated and questioned 
every day for many, many hours, I had to assume that he will be 
with me together in the dock. 

Mr. Morris. Now, you were arrested in what month? 

Mr. Marton. In February 1955. 

Mr. Morris. That was to say, 4 months before the Geneva Con- 
ference. 

Mr. Marton. That was 4 months before the Geneva Conference. 
And may I remind you, Mr. Nagy was forced to retire just 1 week 
before my arrest and purged from the Communist Party sometime 
since spring when I was ordered imprisoned. 

Now, this was the Moscow plan. I think it is pretty obvious why 
they wanted to do it. It would have given Mr. Khrushchev a good 
chance to attack Mr. Eisenhower the first time he met him in Geneva, 
saying, well, look, we are innocent lambs and you have this man 
Marton spying on us in Hungary. 

Now, why this plan was dropped, I do not know, but it was dropped 
and Moscow informed Budapest that we are no more interested in 
Marton and his wife. 

Of course, the Hungarian secret police couldn’t just say we are 
sorry; you can go home. They hesitated for months what to do 
with us. I was arrested in February and we were tried in November, 
which is a very unusual thing. May I remind you that Cardinal 
Mindszenty was arrested in December and was tried in February. 

Foreign Secretary Rajk was arrested in May and was tried in 
October. The preparation of my trial and the trial of my wife 
lasted from February to November, which is very unusual, and the 
only reason for that 1s that they just didn’t know what to do with us. 

So, finally we were tried in camera. There was no show trial and, 
as I told you, my wife was sentenced to 6 years and I was sentenced 
to 13 years in prison. 

Then, in 1956, the summer of 1956, when every sign indicated some- 
thing will happen soon, and finally, Mr. Rakosi was ousted the second 
time and I hope the last time, and in July 1956, months later, I was 
freed. Iwas pardoned. 

Mr. Morris. Now, was there anything that occurred during the 
term of your imprisonment that you feel could be helpful to the United 
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States Senate Internal Security Subcommittee, of the methods of 
operation, the methods of the secret police ? 

Mr. Marron. I don’t think I can tell you anything new in that re- 
spect. May I refer to a small booklet written by Arthur Koestler 
who, incidentally, was born in Hungary, Darkness at Noon. It is 
enough to read that. You know everything about the methods, how 
they can break a man even without touching him with a finger. It 
it a fact that after 1953, after Stalin’s death, when so called legality 
was restored in Hungary and also in the other satellite countries, 
they don’t use physical torture. I had the opportunity to talk with 
dozens of foreign political prisoners during the revolution who were 
freed before or during the revolution and they all confirmed that. 
But there are hundreds of other methods to break a man, especially 
if he has a family, and I had my wife and two children still free. 

So, it is the easiest thing to say, all right, if you don’t confess in the 
way we want you to confess, your wife will confess. What can 
you do? 

Mr. Morris. Now, Mr. Marton, you were, therefore, a free man 
when the October uprising occurred ? 

Mr. Marron. I was. 

Mr. Morris. Now, was there anything in particular—you were a 
reporter on the spot at the time. As you know, I think I have called 
to the attention of this witness—he knows something about them— 
that we have held a long series of hearings with many of the people 
who participated in that uprising, and without covering any of that 
ground, I wonder if there is anything you can say about that revolu- 
tion generally, Mr. Marton, that you think would be helpful to the 
United States Senate in understanding the nature of the revolution or 
the course it took. 

Mr. Marton. Yes, sir. Of course, you were kind enough to tell me 
earlier that you have ample evidence and many testimonies. So I 
don’t want to repeat the history, because it is already history, of what 
happened there. 

Thad the privilege, and it was a privilege, indeed to cover the rev- 
olution for the Associated Press from the very first day until the 
end of it: Now, what I would like to emphasize, which I am afraid 
was not stressed in our reports—our, I mean, the reports of corres- 
pondents over there—how the Russian Empire, the Soviet Union, 
whatever you may call it, was prepared that something will happen. 
May I recall that the Russian tank units the first time arrived in 
Budapest at 4 o’clock in the morning, October 24. 

The revolution itself started with a peaceful demonstration of 
people on Budapest streets between 2 o’clock and 3 o’clock in the 
afternoon, October 23. 

According to all military experts—I am not a soldier, I quote 
them—these tank units arrived in Budapest coming from various 
bases in Hungary. The fact that they arrived at 4 o’clock in the 
morning meant that they were rolling toward the Hungarian capital 
at 2 o’clock in the afternoon, October 23, before anything started in 
Budapest, which again meant that they were alerted the latest at 
noon October 23. 


93215—57—pt. 61——2 
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Anybody who is familiar with army affairs and how they work can 
judge it certainly much better than I do, that they knew something was 
cooking or they were prepared. 

On November 11 or 12 I met two Russian Army officers, young sol- 
diers who spoke some German. They came with those reinforcement 
troops that attacked Budapest the second time, November 4. They 
came from Rumania and Bessarabia and they both told me that their 
troops were alerted on October 21, 2 days before the Hungarian 
revolution got started. 

I consider these facts, because they are facts, rather significant 
without venturing to draw any conclusions. 

Mr. Morris. May I break in there, Mr. Marton, to ask a question ? 

Mr. Marton. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Morris. Much evidence has been given to the subcommittee the 
effect of which was that this revolution was more or less spontaneous. 

Mr. Marron. It certainly was. 

Mr. Morris. What you say at first blush might indicate something 
to the contrary. 

Mr. Marron. I don’t think it does. Anyone who witnessed events 
in Hungary before the revolution, I would say, since May, June, I, 
myself could w'tness it only since August when I was released from 
— but I was briefed, when I was released, by my wife and many 

riends. 

So, anyone who witnessed the events which were properly reported 
by many newspapers and the Petoefi Circle—— 

Mr. Morris. Just describe for the record what that was. 

Mr. Marton. The Petoefi Circle was sort of a club of young intellec- 
tuals, university students, writers, journalists in Hungary. In fact, 
those elements who sparked the Hungarian revolution. 

This was going on since the spring of 1956, and when I say that the 
Russians were apparently prepared to intervene, I mean to say only 
that they knew that, to use the expression, something was cooking. 
Something was there. Nobody could foresee that there will be a revo- 
lution but something might happen any minute. That, we all knew. 

Mr. Morris. And for that reason you feel there is not necessarily a 
conflict between the fact that the Soviet-—— 

Mr. Marron. No. 

Mr. Morris. The Soviet seemed to be alerted. 

Mr. Marton. The official version, according to the official version, 
the Russian troops were requested to intervene to assist the Communist 
government of Hungary in subduing the revolution. 

Now, if you will watch carefully this timetable, I think you will 
agree with me that there was simply no Hungarian Government which 
requested anything like that. The Russians came because they were 
an occupying power and because they thought it was in their interests 
tocome. They didn’t ask for any request to intervene. 

The Russian tanks were rolling between noon and 2 o’clock, October 
23, the time when Prime Minister Hegedes and the Communist Party 
first secretary, Gero, were still on the train coming from Belgrade, as 
you may remember, to Budapest. 

It was practically no possibility for them to ask for Russian inter- 
ference. 

Senator Hruska. From what points did the tanks proceed ? 
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Mr. Marron. Various points within Hungary as far as I recall. 
There were about eight bases in Hungary but, as you know, Hungary 
is a small country and the farthest point couldn’t be more than 400 
kilometers, which is about 300 miles from Budapest. 

Mr. Morris. Now, Mr. Marton, could you tell us something of the 
present situation in Hungary ? 

_Mr. Marron. Yes. I had been in Vienna until the Ist of April and 
since I am here, I got several reports from people I trust and these 
reports, of course, do not come through normal channels. They con- 
tained a detailed situation of the present situation in Hungary. 

Now, there is no doubt, I think, that one can say that a handful of 
people—Kadar, the present Premier, and this handful of people who 
are behind him on the one hand, and there are 10 million Hungarians, 
a nation unified apparently as never before in its thousand-year-old 
history, on the other side. 

Now, there is no doubt about it, that all methods of the darkest pe- 
riod of Stalinism in Hungary were restored. These include the 
dreaded method of internment which is arrest without trial. Intern- 
ment camps were reopened all over Hungary and according to these 
informations I got, they are just packed with people. So are the 
prisons. 

They restored the system of what they call banishment of people, 
of unreliable or undesirable elements, which means deportation to 
the countryside. All measures of the Stalinist period which got 
abolished by Imre Nagy in and after 1953, when he proclaimed the 
new look policy in Hungary. 

According to a letter I just got yesterday, practically all political 
prisoners who were freed before or during the revolution are back in 
the prisons again. 

This is one side of the matter. The other side is those 10 million 
Hungarians. Now, in this respect I want to call your attention to 
something which I consider most significant and that is the Hun- 
garian revolution achieved one thing, maybe more, but this is a fact. 

The Hungarians do not fear any more, and fear, as you will agree 
with me, is the basis of every totalitarian system in general and 
every Communist state in particular. They do not fear. They real- 
ized during the revolution that they can trust each other. They are 
not alone. There are 10 million all right. And they can lick the 
secret police, and they did it, and they can lick the modern armor of 
a great power and they did it. 

Now, this I consider a fact of greatest importance. I had similar 
reports from Poland. 

Mr. Morris. You say the same absence of fear prevails in Poland? 

Mr. Marton. Yes. In Poland. Not in the other satellite countries. 

Mr. Morris. What is the basis for its existence in Poland? 

Mr. Marron. I think we can safely say that there are only two 
people in central Europe among the satellite nations who can revolt 
and can resist. These are the Poles and the Hungarians. That is my 
private opinion. I am not an objective observer in this respect because 
I am Hungarian myself. But the history of last fall has proved this. 

We always knew it and events of October and November, I think, 
have proved this. 

Mr. Morris. Do you find that there has been any shaking of confi- 
dence in the West? 
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Mr. Marron. I wouldn’t use this term, Judge Morris, but certainly 
the people do not hope for tangible help from the West any more. 
They still consider the West as their only friend. They still do not 
understand why there was no help whatsoever. But they certainly 
hope that when the day comes next time there will be some help from 
your part. 

Senator Hruska. Let me ask you, in that regard, they are disap- 
pointed and they cannot understand why no help was forthcoming to 
them in the revolution of last fall. What type of help would you say 
they expected to come, or would like to have had come? 

Mr. Marron. Mr. Chairman, I can quote only what we journalists 
call the man in the street, and I would like to quote him because I had 
opportunity to talk with the man in the street, the simple man in the 
factory, day after day, I and my colleagues in Budapest, during and 
after the revolution, for weeks. 

Now, if I wanted to simplify things, I could quote one saying—I 
asked him actually the same question. What do you expect? And 
the answer was, they expected you to do something but you did nothing. 

Now, that is a simplification of things. But I think it depicts some- 
how a feeling of many, many Hungarians in that time. 

Now, I asked them, all right, but specifically what could the West 
have done. And they had a rather long list starting with retaliation in 
the diplomatic field. 

Mr. Morris. Retaliation of what? 

Mr. Marton. In the diplomatic field. Retaliation in the economic 
field. 

Mr. Morris. In other words, retaliation in the diplomatic field, 
withdrawing diplomatic representation. 

Mr. Marron. Yes. Or they said, why does the United Nations 
accept representatives of Kadar? Who is Kadar? Kadar became a 
Prime Minister of Hungary illegally, even according to the Hungarian 
Communist constitution. Why does the United Nations not kick out 
the representatives of Kadar? Don’t kick out Hungary. Let the seat 
be empty. But why do you accept his people? We were asked when 
Nagy proclaimed the neutrality of Hungary—I think it was Novem- 
ber 1—why didn’t the ambassadors of the Western Powers go to the 
Kremlin the next day and tell Mr. Khrushchev or Mr. Bulganin or 
whoever there was that our country accepted Mr. Nagy’s proclama- 
~ We consider Hungary a neutral country and we advise you to 
ao so. 

They asked us why didn’t Mr. Hammarskjold come forward? Why 
did he obey Mr. Kadar’s order not to come? Who is Mr. Kadar, to 
boss him around? Why didn’t he come? I can quote an old worker 
who asked me: This man has no guts; why is he the Secretary General 
of the United Nations? 

Did I answer your question, sir? 

Senator Hruska. Yes. Now, then, was that as a result of inquiries 
at that time, at the time of the revolution, these things you are telling? 

Mr. Marron. Yes. During and after the revolution. 

Senator Hruska. Now, you say they are hopeful that when next 
they arise there will be some help of some kind. What have they in 
mind in the future that can be done by way of help to be extended from 
the western nations ? 
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Mr. Marron. Let me say, Mr. Chairman, that very few people— 
naive, maybe—hope for United Nations armies arriving, being para- 
chuted to Hungary during the revolution. Very few. More, but still 
few, hope for arms. They didn’t care how they were to come, or the 
neutrality of Austria, and so forth, and so forth, but they were hope- 
ful. Most people hope that the West—and when they say the West, 
of course, they mean the United States—will bang the table and will 
say, now, we consider Hungary a neutral, independent, sovereign 
country which can choose Nagy as its premier, would choose a multi- 
party system, and to behave. That is what the majority of the Hun- 
garians hope for, and apparently that was not done or not done to 
such an extent what the Hungarians hope for. 

Of course, there was another thing, the stab in the back, Suez. That 
was something which the Hungarians never could understand. How 
and why some western powers used just this moment to attack Egypt 
and, therefore, give a good excuse for the Soviet Union to come back 
with a force. So, everyone, I think, who was in Hungary that time, it 
was obvious that this encouraged the Soviet Union to come back. The 
Russians pulled out from Budapest 

Senator Hruska. When? 

Mr. Marron. No doubt about that. The last days of October. 
There was not a single Russian soldier, not a single Russian tank in 
Budapest the first days of November. Why did they pull out? I can’t 
answer this question and apparently nobody can, but it is a fact. It 
is a fact that they came back on November 4, and meanwhile there 
was Suez. 

Senator Hruska. Do you think there was any cause-and-effect 
relationship between the two? 

Mr. Marton. I am convinced of it, and so are the Hungarians. 

Senator Hruska. What reaction among the Hungarians did the 
United States position have, insofar as the invasion of Suez was con- 
cerned? How did they accept it? What were their views on it? 

Mr. Marron. They said, “Well, here we are. Great Britain, France 
obey the United Nations and the Soviet Union does not. Why do you 
tolerate that?” Iquotethat. Those are not my words. 

Mr. Morris. Have you another question, Senator ? 

Senator Hruska. Not atthistime. Go ahead. 

Mr. Morris. I was just wondering if you were pausing for questions. 

Senator Hruska. I have some more questions, but if you have some- 
thing—— 

Mr. Morris. I was going to offer for the record, Senator, your letter 
to the Assistant Secretary of State, dated April 25, 1957, which is on 
the subject of Hungary, and I think, Senator, it would be most appro- 
priate in the record as of this time. 

Senator Hruska. Very well; it will be received and incorporated 
into the record. 


ron letter referred to was marked “Exhibit No. 463” and reads as 
follows :) 











Exursit No. 463 


Aprit 25, 1957. 
Hon. Rosert C. HI, 


Assistant Secretary of State for Congressional Relations, 
Department of State, Washington, D. C. 


Dear AMBASSADOR HILL: I appreciate the courtesy of your reply to my letter 
about the activities of the Food and Agriculture Organization in Hungary. How- 











3942 SCOPE OF SOVIET ACTIVITY IN THE UNITED STATES 


ever, since FAO has just issued another press release stating that they are con- 
tinuing with the Hungarian project, I feel I must write to you again. 

It may interest you to know that this latest press release was put out in Rome 
and several other cities around the world, but was withheld in Washington by 
order of the head of the FAO office here. This action appears to be an attempt 
by the FAO staff to forestall further inquiry from the United States Government 
or the Congress about this questionable undertaking. 

In spite of the careful explanation contained in your letter, I am still far from 
satisfied that FAO’s mission will not substantially alleviate one of the major 
economic problems facing the puppet government of Janos Kadar. In fact, the 
FAO press release, which caused me to write to you in the first place, contains 
the following statement: 

“The agricultural portion of the report emphasized that the estimates of aid 
needs were aimed primarily at maintaining the agricultural production apparatus 
in the interest of insuring future food supplies. Examination on the spot and 
discussions with the Hungarian authorities have shown that the supply of seeds, 
feeds, and fertilizers is the most effective way of accomplishing this goal.” 

No matter how I read those words, they still mean that FAO’s purpose in Hun- 
gary is to prop up the agricultural economy. Apparently, the Communist oppres- 
sors agree with me that using FAO’s services to obtain gifts of seeds, feeds, and 
fertilizers from other countries to insure their own future production “is the 
most effective way of accomplishing this goal.” 

The long-range economic purpose of the FAO mission is emphasized still 
further by the following statement in their report: 

“It is, moreover, essential that every effort should be made to raise agricul- 
tural production in 1957 to the highest possible level, especially crop production. 
The events of recent months have held back fieldwork, in particular the autumn 
sowing of cereals. If this lost time cannot be made up, the insufficiency of 
national supplies would not only prevent Hungary, which in the past has been 
a traditional exporter of agricultural products, from maintaining its flow of 
foreign trade during the coming year, but would also prolong its dependence 
on external sources of supply.” 

Somehow, I cannot reconcile the worldwide wave of sympathy for the Hun- 
garian people, which gave rise to U. N.’s “humanitarian resolution,” with FAO’s 
apparent concern to “maintain the agricultural production apparatus” for the 
Communist authorities, who are able to hold the Government of Hungary against 
the will of the people only because they are backed by the presence of a dozen 
divisions of Russian troops. Neither do I agree that “maintaining (Hungary’s) 
flow of foreign trade during the coming year” will do anything but strengthen 
the Kadar government. 

The humanitarian resolution of the U. N. General Assembly, which, you say, 
prompted FAO’s entry into Hungary, referred to the “suffering of the Hungarian 
people.” According to the FAO report, lack of food played no part in the suf- 
fering. In fact, the report says: 

“At the time when the mission was carried out, the food situation in Buda- 
pest (and, it seems, in other large cities) was, on the whole, satisfactory. The 
basic commodities, bread and milk, were obtainable without rationing. * * * 
The price levels fixed before October have been more or less maintained for the 
essential foodstuffs. * * * 

“Meat is plentiful at present in Budapest and, probably, throughout the 
eountry. Slaughterings have been accelerated, especially of pigs, on account of 
the insufficient supplies of feeding stuffs. Since storage facilities are not such 
as to accommodate all the available quantities, arrangements have been made to 
utilize cold stores in neighboring countries. * * * 

“These stocks will, in part, make up for the shortfall of meat production which 
will occur during the summer (after the end of May). * * * 

“Certain traditional exports of Hungarian produce (poultry, for example) 
will have to continue in order to fulfill trade commitments already made and to 
pay for the planned imports of basic foods.” 

In other words, it is clear from the above that FAO went into Hungary on 
the pretext of assessing emergency food needs of suffering people, but, after 3 
days of consultation with the Kadar authorities, produced a set of proposals 
aimed at restoring for the dictator government any damage done to the agri- 
cultural economy when the people got out of hand last fall. 

I am glad to learn from your letter that the United States took exception 
when the FAO secretariat circulated various countries in Western Europe to 
locate sources of seed grain, feed grain, and fertilizer available for donation 
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to Hungary. However, judging by the FAO press release just issued every- 
where but Washington, the opinion of the United States Government did not 
sufficiently impress the secretariat to put a stop to the program. 

In view of hte fact that the United States is a member of FAO and Hungary 
is not, and that the United States contributes the largest share of the FAO budget 
while Hungary contributes nothing, what justification is there for the FAO 
secretariat to provide service to the Hungarian Government over the protests 
of the United States Government? 

According to the constitution and rules of FAO, the money appropriated by 
the member governments can be spent by the secretariat only for work which 
is examined, approved and budgeted by the governments. There was no such 
examination or approval in advance of the Hungarian mission. The secretariat 
seems to have undertaken this activity entirely on their own initiative. Further- 
more, if the secretariat explanation to you is correct that they went into 
Hungary in response to resolutions passed in the U. N. General Assembly, 
then the fact is that they not only acted without authority of their own govern- 
ing body, but they acted in defiance to it. 

Documents submitted to the Senate Internal Security Subcommittee by the 
major United States farm organizations 2 years ago include a number which 
show that each time the issue of U. N. control of FAO work has come up, the 
governments of FAO have emphatically rejected the idea that FAO programs 
can be decided by anyone other than the governments which are members of 
FAO. The following quotations from a statement by the United Kingdom 
delegate during the 1951 FAO conference, which incidentally was overwhelm- 
ingly supported by other governments, will illustrate the point: 

“The delegate of the United Kingdom cannot accept such an amendment. 
The effect of it would be to bind this organization automatically, and in advance, 
to accept recommendations of the General Assembly of the United Nations in 
the context of uniting for peace. * * * 

“* * * T must emphasize most strongly that the Food and Agriculture Organi- 
zation is an independent agency and is at the moment only bound automatically 
to cooperate with the United Nations to the extent of its undertakings in the 
agreement which it negotiated freely * * * Under them, this organization is 
not obliged to accept as binding resolutions of the General Assembly. 

“If we now adopt wording in this draft to the effect that FAO will cooperate 
that is to say, must cooperate—with requests of the General Assembly, then we 
shall be placing an additional obligation on the organization. We shall also 
be renouncing a measure of its independence—and that in a sphere of con- 
troversial policies—a sphere which is foreign to the purpose and ideals which 
we are here pursuing. The United Kingdom delegation thinks that to bind 
this organization in this way is both unnecessary and unwise. 

“Furthermore, for very good reasons, on which I need not elaborate this 
afternoon, resolutions of the General Assembly are not binding on individual 
members of the United Nations; they are, in fact, merely recommendations. 

“If we are to adopt a resolution which pledges FAO automatically to accept 
as binding recommendations of the General Assembly * * * then we shall be 
obliging member nations to accept as binding in the vital field of food and agri- 
culture recommendations which, as individual members of the United Nations, 
they are not bound to accept. 

“* * * it has been the practice for the various agencies to take action in 
accordance with the special interests and circumstances of each one of them. 
Indeed, the World Bank and the International Monetary Fund, dealing in im- 
portant spheres of capital and finance, both adopted resolutions in which they 
undertook to do no more than have ‘due regard for’ recommendations of the 
General Assembly. * * * 

“* * * Tt would be an act of peculiar rashness for us here today to sacrifice 
unnecessarily such an important principle and the right of this Organization to 
examine critically the recommendations of another body, in return for which we 
should gain nothing. * * *” 

I have quoted rather fully from this statement to emphasize that the FAO 
secretariat had no authority whatsoever to spend FAO’s money merely because 
the U. N. General Assembly passed a resolution appealing to members of the 
U. N. to take certain action. Because the FAO secretariat did so anyway, the 
United States taxpayer now is in the unfortunate position of having paid 31.5 
percent of the cost of providing agricultural and economic assistance to the very 


group in Hungary whose actions have outraged him and shocked the whole 
civilized world. 
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Moreover, the American taxpayer was given no opportunity to be represented 
when the FAO secretariat took it upon themselves to spend his money to help 
the Hungarian “authorities.” His Government was not consulted, either di- 
rectly or through any of FAO’s executive bodies. Therefore, it seems only right 
that the United States Government should at this point demand a complete 
financial accounting of every cent spent by the secretariat on this unauthorized 
Hungarian mission, including pro rata salaries, travel, and expenses of every 
person involved. The accounting should cover the trips of the man who went 
to Austria and Switzerland in December, the two men who went to Budapest 
in January as part of the U. N. joint team, the several people who traveled 
around Western Europe to solicit seeds, feeds, and fertilizers for Hungary, 
and the staff sent to Hungary to handle sales to Hungarian farmers of items 
which were donated by other countries. 

Perhaps the FAO staff have been able to liberate themselves from controls 
by their member governments. But the employees of the United States Gov- 
ernment are still the servants of the people and, as such, are required to report 
to the people through the Congress on how the tax money is spent. It is for 
this reason that the United States delegation to FAO should find out and tell 
the Congress immediately how much FAO’s mission to Kadar Hungary has 
cost the United States taxpayer. 

As before, a copy of this letter is being sent to the Senate and House Appro- 
priations Committees. 

Sincerely yours, 
RoMAN L. Hruska, 
United States Senator, Nebraska. 

Mr. Morris. I have shown this letter to the witness this morning— 
to Mr. Marton—Senator, and I think he is in a position to answer 
some questions, if that is your wish. 

Senator Hruska. That would be very fine. 

Mr. Morris. Have you read this letter of Senator Hruska to the 
State Department ? 

Mr. Marton. I certainly did, sir, and, Mr. Chairman, I personally 
very much agree with what you said here in this letter. Moreover, 
and this is far more interesting: Before I left Hungary I had the op- 
portunity to talk with several anti-Communist political leaders of my 
country on this matter, not FAO specifically, but on any kind of aid 
the West might consider to give Hungary, and they all said that it 
would be nonsensical to prop up the Kadar government with any 
kind of economic aid. 

Now, there is, of course, these humanitarian angles and nobody will 
understand that better than the people of the United States. This is 
another thing. But this is a task of the International Red Cross. 
They have the organization, how to do it, how to find out when there 
is a lack of food,—I personally don’t think there is—and accordin 
to my information there is none, or a lack of, let’s say, some kind o 
medicine, and I am inclined to believe that there is one. 

They are here to distribute such aid. ' 

I would like to recall when in 1953 and 1954 the United States of 
America sent aid for flood victims in Hungary. I was present a few 
weeks before my arrest when this aid was distributed among the vic- 
tims of the flood and I can testify that the people received this aid 
which was known—on every sack there was a huge inscription “The 
aid of the people of the United States of America.” But as you said, 
sir, to send feed and fertilizer, and I don’t know what, through 
FAOQ—— 

Senator Hruska. Machinery and equipment. 

Mr. Marton. Machinery—this would be only to support a Com- 
munist government, a Communist government of this kind. Senator 
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Kennedy, some days ago, addressed the Overseas Press Club on the 
night when I received their award and he said that there were more 
shades—I don’t quote him, but as far as I recall, there are more shades 
of gray between black and white when talking about Communist 
countries, and I agree with him. 

Now, Poland cert: ainly is gray today. And I personally—you didn’t 
ask me, but I use this opportunity—I think that you should aid Poland 
because Poland is gray and with aiding Poland you can prevent Po- 
land being black again. But Hungary undoubtedly is black, as black 
as it can be. So I agree a hundred percent, Senator, with what- 
ever you wrote to Mr. Hill in this respect. And as I told you, this 

was the firm belief of about six leading Hungarian anti-Communist 
politicians. 

I had opportunity to talk about this question before I left Hungary. 
They said don’t help Kadar in any respect. If you want to help the 
Hungari an people, use the Red Cross. 

Senator Hruska. Did you make inquiry as to the extent of the help 
that came through the FAO and the efforts which are referred to in 
that letter of April 25 

Mr. Marron. I comiialk I couldn’t find time. 

Senator Hruska. You couldn’t find it. 

Mr. Marron. No. 

Mr. Morris. Senator, in that connection I also have the answer 
of Mr. Hill dated May 10, 1957. May that go into the record, also? 

Senator Hruska. That may also go into the record. 

(The letter referred to was marked “Exhibit No. 464” and reads as 
follows :) 

ExuHIBit No. 464 


DEPARTMENT OF STATE, 
Washington, D. C. May 10, 1957. 
Hon. Roman L. Hruska, 
United States Senate. 


DEAR SENATOR Hruska: Receipt is acknowledged of your letter of April 25, in 
regard to certain activities of the Food and Agriculture Organization in Hungary. 
A member of the staff of the Bureau of International Organization Affairs tele- 
phoned your offce to state that certain additional information which you 
requested is being obtained. This will confirm the fact that a fuller reply to your 
letter will be available shortly. 

Sincerely yours, 


Ropert C. HILL, Assistant Secretary. 


Exuisir No. 464—A 


DEPARTMENT OF STATE, 
Washington, D. C., June 20, 1957. 
Hon. RoMAN L. Hruska, 
United States Senate. 


DEAR SENATOR HrvusSKA: Further reference is made to your letter of April 25, 
1957, to which I sent an interim reply on May 10, indicating that the Department 
of State had requested from the Director General of the Food and Agriculture 
Organization of the United Nations the information which you asked for concern- 
ing the costs of the RAO mission in Hungary in January, and certain more recent 
activities of FAO staff members in Hungary. The Department has now received 
the following information from the Director General : 

“In the course of the action taken by FAO to assist Hungarian farmers.a sum 
of $3,406.49 was spent on travel costs; $1,088.90 on communications: and a pay- 
ment of $111 made to an outside expert for technical advice in connection with 
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the seed potatoes supplied for use by Hungarian farmers. This represents a total 
expenditure of $4,606.39.” 

In response to the request for an estimate of the amount represented by pro 
rata salaries of those officers who participated in the relief action, the Director 
General states that it would be difficult to make any estimate as the FAO staff is 
always engaged on a wide range of duties. He points out that, even in the case 
of those who visited Hungary in connection with the relief action, traveling via 
Geneva and Vienna, the oppurtunity was taken by them to attend to other official 
duties in Switzerland and Austria. He expresses the view that he feels it unwise 
and misleading to attempt to allocate salary costs to particular projects as FAO’s 
program is a coherent whole, and indicates that “It has been fullly recognized by 
the Committee on Financial Control and other bodies that costing on a project 
basis is an unnecessary and undesirable undertaking.” 

In transmitting this information to you, I feel obligated to call to your attention 
a request of the Director General which reads as follows: 

“* * * T am very anxious to be as helpful as possible and I am therefore 

supplying the following information regarding the relief action which FAO took 
in Hungary on the understanding that the information is required by the United 
States Government and that it will not be published.” 
The Director General has been informed that we are passing this request on to 
you, but that under the United States system of government the executive branch 
is not in a position to make a commitment on behalf of a member of the legislative 
branch insuring that the Director General’s request will be met. 

There appear to be three other central points in your letter of April 25 to which 
the Department should address itself even though you have not specifically 
requested further information onthem. These are: 

1. Whether the FAO action in Hungary substantially alleviated one of the 
major economic problems facing the puppet Kadar regime (p. 1, par. 3). 

2. The effect of the views expressed by the United States Government on the 
program of the FAO (p. 3, second full paragraph) ; and 

3. The view that the FAO Secretariat acted in defiance of its governing body 
(p. 4, third full paragraph). 

As indicated in my letter of March 18, it is felt in the Department of State 
that the FAO action clearly “went beyond the declared intent of the relevant 
GA resolutions.” The FAO action was undertaken on the assumption that the 
problems of recovery and relief could not be logically separated and therefore 
shortages and hardship which it was anticipated would confront the Hungarian 
people in midsummer could most effectively be met by stimulating production 
rather than through direct relief. The conclusion was logical but the Depart- 
ment did not and does not concur in the assumption. It regarded the action as 
going beyond the intent of the General Assembly appeal, and considers that the 
distribution of seed may have contributed in a limited degree to the recovery 
of the general economy of Hungary. The total quantities actually distributed 
amounted to 7,000 tons of seed, barley and oats which were donated by the Fed- 
eral Republic of Germany. However, this seed was distributed through the 
international Red Cross and went to some 100,000 Hungarian peasants indi- 
vidually and in a manner to minimize the political importance to the Kadar 
regime. 

Regarding the second point above, the Department is convinced that the ques- 
tions raised by the United States Government were very seriously considered 
by the Director General of the FAO. In this connection, it is our Understanding 
that following representations made by the United States, the FAO made no 
further appeals and limited its continuing activities to the administration of the 
program which already had been initiated. On this point, the press release of 
March 28, to which it is assumed you refer in the second paragraph on page 3 of 
your letter, is not regarded as an additional appeal on behalf of FAO’s activities 
but as reporting a response to the earlier appeal made prior to the representa- 
tions of the United States. 

Once FAO had initiated the project it did not seem in the interest of the United 
States Government to protest the later phase of FAO activity, which was designed 
to prevent control by the Kadar regime and the misuse of supplies for political 
purposes. It is understood that the FAO supervision team that was cooperating 
with the International Red Cross, began its activities in mid-February and 
terminated them by mid-April. The maximum number engaged in the FAO 
supervisory program at any one time, was four. 

Apropos of this question of FAO responsiveness to the United States viewpoint 
there is every indication that in the light of the position taken by the United 
States in the Hungarian case, the Director General of the FAO has more recently, 
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in the case of contemplated relief action in Morocco, meticulously observed the 
United States view. After investigating the situation wpon the request of the 
Moroccan Government, he has submitted the issue for action to the FAO Council 
now convened in Madrid. 

In commenting on the matter of defiance of the governing body of the FAO 
Secretariat, you refer to the fact that the governments, members of the FAO, 
have rejected the idea that the FAO programs can be decided by anyone other 
than the governments that are members of the FAO. The Department is in 
full agreement with this position. However, the legality of the FAO action in 
Hungary is not based on the question of its responsiveness to a United Nations 
appeal, but is to be found in Resolution No. 15 adopted at the sixth session of 
the FAO Conference held in 1951 (text enclosed). 

The FAO Secretariat has indicated that the Director General’s action was 
permissible under this resolution: inferentially because it refers to his discretion 
in convening a meeting of the Council or interested governments. As indicated 
previously, the Department considers that the action appeared to be outside of 
the FAO’s “terms of reference;” i. e., in conflict with this resolution, and that 
his discretion is limited to a convening of the Council or of the interested gov- 
ernments and does not extend to initiating emergency action upon his own 
initiative. However, the Department does not consider his action as one of 
intentional defiance of the governing body. 

It is aopen that you find this letter of assistance and fully responsive to yours 
of April 25. 

Sincerely yours, 


Roserr C, Hitt, Assistant Secretary. 


RESOLUTION No. 15—F oop SHORTAGES AND FAMINE 
The Conference Resolves: 

1. That on receiving intimation from a Member Nation or region that a serious 
food shortage or famine exists or is likely to develop, which it is unable to cope 
with from its own resources, the Director-General shall depute one or more 
FAO officials to investigate the nature of the problem with the consent of the 
government concerned and to report on the extent, if any, of international 
assistance needed and communicate the report to the United Nations and the 
interested Specialized Agencies: 

2. That when, in the opinion of the Director-General, there is an emergency 
requiring international relief measures, he shall at his discretion convene forth- 
with a meeting of the Council or of interested governments to devise the most 
practical lines of action which may be required to — ing about prompt, concerted 
and effective assistance by governments as well as by voluntary agencies; and 
that the Director-General shall thereupon report the action taken to the Secre- 
tary-General of the United Nations for transinission to the Hconomic and Social 
Council. 

Senator Hruska. Mr. Marton, some time ago it was the thinking of 
some of the witnesses who were here—-and I imagine it is probably 
3 or 4 months ago, now—that there would come a time sometime yet 
this year, when a renewed effort would be made to revolt. 

What is your thinking on that at this time? 

Mr. Marron. I would not venture to predict the time, but let’s put 
it this way. Whenever Kadar relaxes and thinks the time has come 
to relax, then the Hungarian people will revolt. When he thinks that 
he is firmly backed, his position, nothing can happen to him, then the 
Hungarian people will rise up again. Whether this will be this year, 
next year, or when, I do not know. 

Senator Hruska. Do you think there will be an effort made to await 
a time when there can be reasonable success of the effort? Will that 
enter into the thinking of those who might revolt ? 

Mr. Marton. Sir, the Hungarian revolution was—you, Judge Mor- 
ris, used this word, and you couldn’t choose a better one—entirely 
spontaneous, an entirely spontaneous thing, and I feel sure that it will 
be spontaneous again. There was no planning whatsoever, and there 
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won't be any planning next time. It will be spontaneous again anu, 
therefore, I think it will be too bold to venture to predict any time. 
The time will come again when people will say, “We are fed up; we 
just can’t go further”; - and something will spark it again. What, I do 
not know. And when, I do not know. 

Senator Hruska. Is there an organized underground in existence 
and effective now ? 

Mr. Marron. There isnone. Thereisnone. There wasnone. The 
Hungarians are somehow—take the Poles. They have a tradition in 
conspiring in underground and plotting. Not the Hungarians. The 
Hungarians have a tradition in revolting against a power that tries to 
suppress them. They revolted against “the Hapsburgs more than a 
hundred years ago, but there was no planning. There was no under- 
ground in 1848. There was a revolt of the people, and so it was last 
fall. 

However, there is another thing. The geographical position of Hun- 
gary just does not tolerate an underground movement. It is a plain 
country without woods, without mountains. We just can’t hide. You 
remember Yugoslavia during the war. Tito could always retire to 
his mountains. In Poland they have the big woods. There is nothing 
like that in Hungary. 

Mr. Morris. I wonder, did you run across the path of a—I suppose 
he is a former American now, I don’t know, although he is still tech- 
nically an ee citizen—Mr. Field, Mr. Noel Field? 

Mr. Marron. I did, and I was very much interested in this pecan 
As you remember, he was released in November 1954, and he as for 
political asylum in Hungary just before Christmas 1954. Of course, 
my wife and myself, we tried to interview him and we couldn’t. He 
declined. 

Now, during the revolution you had much chance to find out things 
which otherwise you didn’t know, and after the revolution I had a 
chance to see Mr. Field and interview him. This interview was printed 
in the press here, newspapers here, and I don’t want to repeat it. 

Mr. Field impressed me very much as a fine intellectual type, the 
type what I would like to term as an idealist Communist. Mr. 
Field is a Communist, as he himself said. He is a Communist with 
reservations, which means that he accepts the Marxist doctrine with 
the exception of the theory of violence, the theory that the workers’ 
class has to seize power by force, using force. This he does not— 
this theory he does not accept. 

Now, how a man can be a Marxist without accepting the theory 
in full, I do not know, but he is certainly one of them. My impres- 
sion was that Mr. Field is a rather weak man. The strong charac- 
ter is Hertha, his wife. That was my impression. Field, as you know, 
came to Central Europe in the spring of 1949. He said that the 
reason of his visit in the satellite countries was because he wanted to 
write a book on them. 

Now, he was arrested in the Prague airfield, airport, sometime in 
May and was brought to Budapest and used as a witness, what they 
call a witness, against those hundreds of Communists who were ar- 
rested during the anti-Tito purges in the spring of 1949. 

Field first refused to cooperate, but he was broken in no time in 
the usual way, and later, when he learned in prison, some months 
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later, that one man, who was the chief of the so-called cadre depart- 
ment of the Communist Party and was No. 3 defendant in the Rajk 
case, was sentenced to death on the grounds of his testimony, he 
wanted to withdraw his testimony but 1t was too late. The man was 
hanged. 

Now, Field and his wife were held for more than 5 years without 
trial, as you know, and then, in 1953-54, when the Imre Nagy gov- 
ernment started to rehabilitate those Communists who survived those 
2urges, when somebody remembered that the AVH, which is the 
{ungarian Secret Police, that they had this American couple rotting 
here somewhere in prison, then Mr. Field and his wife were brought 
back to the central prison of the AVH—actually, it is the same prison 
where I spent my 18 months—and then his case was brought up. 

He spent there 8 months from the spring of 1954 to November 1954. 

Now, Mr. Field, during those 8 months, testified and confessed that 
he is a good Communist. He also proved that he is a good Com- 
munist. As you know, Mr. Field was in Switzerland during World 
War II. He worked for a Quaker relief organization and also for— 
I don’t know how, but for Mr. Dulles, Allen Dulles, who was the 
Chief of the United States Intelligence Service in Switzerland during 
World War II. 

Now, these intelligence agencies in Switzerland decided during the 
war that they do not recognize certain German Communist under- 
ground groups as resistance organizations. I don’t know the reason 
and I don’t know what effect this had, but anyway Mr. Field as a 
ood Communist opposed this decision. He couldn’t do it singular 
but he opposed it and then when the decision was passed he found 
ways of informing these German Communist underground organiza- 
tions about this decision made in Geneva and this information was 
of great value to these German Communist groups in the underground 
and they were very grateful to Mr. Field. 

All this gratefulness could not save him from being arrested in 
1949. 

Now, what else about Mr. Field? When I met him I was sort of 
sorry for him. Everyone who was arrested and who spent some time 
in a Communist prison is inclined to be forbearing. But when he 
said—he told me that he spent the weeks of the Hungarian revolu- 
tion—this was in December—in a hospital in Budapest. He was ill. 
And he was in bed throughout the weeks of the Hungarian Revolution. 
Then some minutes later when I asked him about his opinion on Kadar 
and the postrevolution regime, he said that he is convinced that Kadar 
had saved Hungary from what he called white terror, and I asked him 
how he knew that. He just told me earlier that he was in a hospital 
throughout the time of the whole revolution. Then he became hesitant 
and mumbled something that even in the sickbed of the hospital he 
felt it and that was the information he got from others. 

Then we asked him—we, my wife and myself and a certain Ameri- 
can colleague—what his plans are and he said he was very satisfied 
to live in Hungary and to stay there. He is not interested to go 
abroad. He has no passport, his American passport expired, and he 
finds life behind the Iron Curtain rather interesting. 

In this respect I agreed with him, most interesting, indeed. 
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Now, I don’t think that there is any doubt why he didn’t come back. 
He knew perfectly well that he was involved in the Hiss case and as his 
brother did, Herman, his brother Herman got a nice sum from the 
Polish Government when he was released. So did Noel. 

Senator Hruska. In what way was he interested in the Hiss case ? 

Mr. Marron. He was involved in the Hiss case. That is what he 
said. It wasn’t apparent tome what he meant. So it was obvious why 
he preferred to remain in Hungary. 

Senator Hruska. Did he comment in any way on his activities in 
this country in that regard? 

Mr. Marron. I beg your pardon ? 

Senator Hruska. Did he comment in any way about his activities 
in the United States in that regard ? 

Mr. Marron. No, he did not. 

Mr. Morris. Well, Field had acknowledged that he was a Commu- 
nist, then. 

Mr. Marron. He did; with reservations. 

Senator Hruska. You say with reservations. With that one reser- 
vation that you had described, that is, that he did not subscribe to the 
use of force and violence. 

Mr. Marron. Yes. 

Mr. Morris. I think I have no more questions, Senator. Do you 
plan to stay in the United States, Mr. Marton ? 

Mr. Marron. I do. I hope to get citizenship in the United States. 
I and my family. And I am assigned to the Washington Bureau of 
the AP. We are happy in this country. 

Mr. Morris. Now, there are several things, Senator. I think one 
thing we can mention here publicly, Mr. Marton, and that was, you 
did encounter some evidence of a very effective counterintelligence 
organization on the part of the Hungarian Communists, did you not, 
the AVH? I think you mentioned an episode about your acquiring a 
copy of the Hungarian budget. 

Mr. Marton. Yes. 

Mr. Morris. I think you can tell us that without any breach of your 
own obligations, can you not, Mr. Marton? 

Mr. Marton. I think I can. 

In the summer of 1954 I had a copy of the Hungarian budget which 
was passed by Parliament, already printed, a printed copy which, ac- 
cording to the Communist regulations and laws, is perfectly legiti- 
mate to possess. 

Now, I dug it out for the AP, of course, on my dispatch, and then I 
handed it over to friends in the legation, diplomats, because they 
had no such copy. They gave it back to me about a week later, and 
when I was arrested and interrogated for weeks and weeks and weeks, 
I was told that the AVH secret police knows everything about that. 
They knew it, that I handed this copy of the budget to the Americans 
in the legation, and they even know what I didn’t, that the legation 
used it, copied it, and sent it to Washington. 

Mr. Morris. Did the American Legation use it, copy it, and send it 
to Washington ? 

Mr. Marron. That I do not know. That, they told me, the AVH. 
When I came out, when I was pardoned, of course, the first thing I 
did was to go to my friends in the American Legation in Budapest 
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and warn them that I was told that they had really used it. So it was 
not a bluff. 

Mr. Morris. So that the AVH knew more about it than you did? 

Mr. Marron. They certainly did. When I got back this copy about 
« week later, I was not interested in how they used it. I was only 
happy that I could be at their disposal. They were good friends, and 
there is always a swap of information between newspapers and diplo- 
mats, behind the Iron Curtain, and I assume anywhere else. 

Mr. Morris. Senator, so the record will be perfectly clear on it, I 
would like to point out that there would be no inference that should 
be drawn that any one of these officers told the AV H. 

Mr. Marron. Oh, no. 

Mr. Morris. Because the AVH could have had a microphone there. 

Mr. Marron. I am pretty sure they did. They had several other 
places. I vouch for my friends at the legation. 

Senator Hruska. Anything further, Judge Morris? 

Mr. Morris. Mr. Mandel reminds us in our preliminary session 
that you said you had an interview where the Soviet officers told you 
what great fear they had of the Hungarian people. Is that some- 
thing you can tell us? 

Mr. Marton. Yes, certainly. That was rather interesting. 

Mr. Morris. That is my last question, Senator. 

Mr. Marton. I had the opportunity to talk with a young Russian 
officer in a hotel which was sort of the headquarters of the western 
newspapermen in Budapest, and the man was rather intelligent. He 
spoke good German and he told me we are—no—he used first person 
singular. He said, I am scared. And I told him, of course you are 
scared. After all, your experience here, teen-age boys blowing up 
your tanks, et cetera. He said, Oh, no. That is not what I mean. 
I came only afterward. I came with the troops that were sent in 
after the revolution was through. 

I asked him, what do you mean, you are scared? Why are you 
scared? A young man, a professional soldier, an officer of the glo- 
rious Red army. Why are you scared ? 

He said, oh, look, I am scared. I have a tank unit, four tanks. 
And they guard the four corners of the huge square in Budapest. 
And I am watching the people, women and children, day after day, 
how they just ignore my huge T-54 tanks, the huge muzzle of my 

uns. They go around it pe they don’t even look at me, and if they 

ook, there is only hatred in their eyes, but usually they don’t look. 
They just ignore us and that is what I just can’t bear. 

That is what he said. And I think that was a rather character- 
istic thing. They were scared. They had to be scared during the 
revolution and for many weeks after. After all, I don’t think it 
happened ever before that boys and girls, 12 and 13 and 14, blew up 
toes Senne. They are not safe in the tanks when the lid was open or 
closed. 

Senator Hruska. Anything further, Judge? 

Mr. Morris. No, Senator. 

Senator Hruska. If not, on behalf of the committee, I want to ex- 
tend our thanks to you for coming here, Mr. Marton, and for your 
cooperation as a witness. 

Mr. Marton. Thank you, Senator. 
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Mr. Morris. I would like to mention that we have four union offi- 
cials subpenaed for tomorrow morning and on Thursday we have 
scheduled Marion Zieliski. He was the section chief of the book 
division of the Polish Communist Government who defected on 
April 30, just 2 weeks ago. He will testify on Thursday. 

Senator Hruska. Very well. The hearing is concluded. 

(Whereupon, at 3:50 p. m., the hearing was concluded.) 


| 
| 
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THURSDAY, AUGUST 22, 1957 


Untrep States SENATE, 
SuscomMIttTee To INVESTIGATE THE 
ADMINISTRATION OF THE INTERNAL Security Act, 
AND OrnHer INTERNAL Security Laws, 
OF THE COMMITTEE ON THE J UDICIARY, 
Washington, D.C. 

The subcommittee met, pursuant to call, at 10: 40 a. m., in room 424, 
Senate Office Building, Senator Roman L. Hruska presiding. 

Also present: Robert Morris, chief counsel, and Frank Schroeder, 
chief investigator. 

Senator Hruska. Very well, the committee will come to order. Who 
is our witness ? 

Mr. Morris. Mr. Ketcham is the witness. 

Senator Hruska. Do you solemnly swear that the testimony you 
are about to give will be the truth, the whole truth, and nothing but 
the truth, so help you God ? 

Mr. Kercnam. I do. 

Mr. Morris. Mr. Chairman, we had scheduled this morning as the 
first witness Mr. Boris Morros, but the Department of Justice has 
asked Senator Eastland to defer his testimony at this time because he 
has several forthcoming appearances before a Federal grand jury. 
At the same time, Senator, in connection with the continuing inquiry 
into the activities of Noel Field, Ben Mandel, our staff director, has 
been working with witnesses here this morning getting some back- 
retwany on the activities of Noel Field while he was in the United 

tates 

Mr. Ketcham has appeared for his organization here this morning 
and he has consented to give us something of what his own organi- 
zation has learned about Mr. Field during his term of employment. 

Will you give your full name and address to the reporter ¢ 


TESTIMONY OF FRANK S. KETCHAM, ATTORNEY FOR UNITARIAN 


SERVICE COMMITTEE AND AMERICAN UNITARIAN ASSOCIA- 
TION 


Mr. Kercnam. My name is Frank S. Ketcham. I am an attorney 
in private practices in Washington and New York, a member of the 
Washington and New York bars. 

T am ae today on behalf of the American Unitarian Asso- 
one and the Unitarian Service Committee. 

Morris. That is the American Unitarian 

Mr. Kercuam. American Unitarian Association. 
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Mr. Morris. Association, and the—— 

Mr. Kercuam. Unitarian Service Committee. 

As you know, Senator, the American Unitarian Association was 
founded 132 years ago. It is the principal organization in the Uni- 
tarian denomination serving the Unitarian churches and fellowship. 
The Unitarian Service Committee was originally set up in 1940 as a 
standing committee of the American Unitarian Association. In 1948, 
as a result of reorganization, the Unitarian Service Committee was 
set up as a separate corporation and since then has only acted with 
the American Unitarian Association in a spirit of fellowship but is 
not under the organization or direction of the association. 

Senator Hruska. What was that year again that was incorporated ? 

Mr. Kercuam. 1948. With perhaps 1 or 2 exceptions, the present 
officers and staff of both organizations had no personal connection with 
the Field episode. 

Mr. Morris. That is the Noel Field episode? 

Mr. Ketcuam. Yes. Those people have long since left. The testi- 
mony that I am giving this morning is based upon conversations with 
present staff people, members of the service committee—that is, 
officers—and officers of the American Unitarian Association. Also 
it is based upon an examination of some very, very voluminous files 
which I made myself in Boston on July 9. 

Mr. Morris. You have made an extensive examination of volumi- 
nous files in Boston on July 9 of this year in connection with the 
request of the subcommittee to tell us how Noel Field operated while 
working with your organization. 

Mr. Kercuam. That is correct. When I say the files are volumi- 
nous, there is great intermixture of the Field situation along with their 
other records and the problem was of getting out the specific in- 
formation. 

Mr. Morris. Mr. Ketcham—at this point, Senator, may I, in order 
to put this a little more in perspective, bring a few things up to date 
at this time. In 1951, Hede Massing testified before the Senate In- 
ternal Security Subcommittee that she had recruited Noel Field into 
the Soviet apparatus in the mid-1930’s—1934 and 1935, and she said 
that that recruitment was delayed for a while because Field had 
expressed a preference to work in an apparatus that Alger Hiss was 
running at that time, a Soviet apparatus that Alger Hiss was in. She 
testified she had resolved it when she and Hiss met one night and dis- 
cusseci the merits of the respective organizations. From that time on 
as far as she knew, Field worked with the Soviet apparatus. 

On June 26, according to an Associated Press dispatch, Noel Field 
from Budapest issued a statement in which he denounced the United 
Nations report on Hungary as a slanderous falsehood, interspersed, 
at best, with misleading half truths. He went on to say of the U. N. 
committee : 


Their real tears are reserved for their Hungarian brothers whose desperate at- 
tempts to restore their erstwhile rule of the Hungarian people have been foiled 
once and for all. Neither 400 nor 4,000 pages of dubious statements by a 
hundred or 10 times that number of defectors can hamper the forward march 
of Hungary and other countries of the Socialist camp along the highroad 
toward communism which all nations will ultimately follow in their own man- 
ner and their own good time. 


which I think makes very clear where Mr. Field stands at this time. 
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Further, we have, in our conversations with Josef Swiatlo—a Polish 
security official w ho defected to the West a few years ago—he has told 
me, Senator, that when he interrogated Noel F ield—he was one of the 
captors of Field when he was on the Communist side—at that time 
Field said, or rather Swiatlo told us that Field protested his arrest on 
the grounds that “Well, haven’t I been a good Communist all along,” 
and “Why should you arrest me?” 

He told that to Mr. Swiatlo, and Mr. Swiatlo has told us that. 

Senator Hruska. When did the arrest occur? 

Mr. Morris. In 1949. 

Mr. Ketcham, will you proceed ? 

Mr. Kercuam. Noe] Field joined the staff of the Unitarian Service 
Committee in the spring of 1941. His job was to administer a pro- 
gram of medical relief in southern France. 

At the time of his employment, the director of the service commit- 
tee—that is the then director—submitted a statement to the full com- 
mittee setting forth the details of Field’s education and his linguistic 
abilities and showing he had held certain positions. 

The positions he held are to me extremely interesting in view of the 

various other circumstances that have become known. He was a social] 
worker under the Massachusetts Department of Mental Hygiene from 
1925 to 1926. He was in the Department of State in 1926-3 36, includ- 
ing the Swiss and League of Nations desks, 1927-30. He was the 
assistant secretary of the American delegation, London Naval Con- 
ference in 1930. He was a member of the Disarmament Commission 
in December 1930-35. He was an assistant to Norman Davis, Naval 
Conference, in London in 1934. 

He was secretary of the American delegation to the London Naval 
Conference in 1936. He was a member of the Disarmament Section 
of the League of Nations in 1938-40, which included secretarial assist- 
ance to various organs of the Disarmament Conference. He was a 
secretary of the Third Committee of Le: igue Assembly. He was secre- 
tary to the League Military Commission for the evacuation of foreign 
soldiers in Spain—Barcelona, Valencia, Madrid, and Perpignan—in 
October 1938 to March 1939. He assisted in the League foreign aid 
work in the winter of 1940. His contract was rescinded by the League 
because of the war, World War IT in October 1940. In the report. of 
the director, it also appeared that Field wanted to join the service 
committee because of the experience he had had in Spain and in order 
to have an opportunity to eae to another sphere of activity where 
he could contribute more directly to the relief of human suffering than 
had been possible through the League Disarmament Division. 

The director also stated that Mr. Field was well known to Mr. 
Hiram Bingham, the American consul in Marseilles who had said Field 
was a man of special ability and the committee could not find a better 
man anywhere. 

Mr. Morris. This is up to 1941. 

Mr. Kercuam. Yes; you can see from this, Senator, that Mr. Field 

came very highly recommended to the service committee. 

In addition to that, I am informed that his personality is magnetic, 
that he could sell most anything on the basis of having to do with 
human suffering and human action. 

He displayed an intensely idealistic interest. He also had another 
facet of his personality in that he seemed to feel that his way of doing 
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things was about the only way to do things and he just could not and 
did not brook disagreement with him. 

That becomes clear, as I will show later on in my testimony. 

Mr. Morris. Did the service make inquiry of the State Department 
for instance for recommendations as to his character and reputation ? 

Mr. Kercuam. Not at this time, Judge Morris, but at a later date. 
That is if they did make such an investigation, the files don’t reveal it 
and I have no information about it. 

Mr. Morris. Thank you. 

Mr. Kercnam. Herta Field, his wife, the wife of Noel Field was 
employed with him at the same time and their combined salaries, 
together with room and board, amounted in the aggregate to about 
$150 a month. 

It seems obvious that he was not getting into this job for any mone- 
tary considerations. 

He continued in the employ of the service committee along with Mrs. 
Field until late in the year of 1947. He was relieved of his duties on 
September 30, 1947. His compensation, however, continued until 
December 31, 1947. I believe we had some sort of a leave situation 

olicy. The same circumstances applied to the termination of Mrs. 
ield’s employment which ended exactly the same time. 

During the entire period of the Fields’ employment, he was assigned 
or they were assigned to work in offices of the committee abroad, prin- 
cipally in Geneva and Paris, as director for Europe. He was in charge 
of the day-to-day operations in Europe and made several visits to the 
United States. When I say he, the files seem to indicate pretty 
strongly that it was they and sometimes I had some questions as to 
exactly who was the head man in the Field team. 

Mr. Morris. When you say “they,” you mean Noel and Herta? 

Mr. Kercuam. Yes. 

It appeared to the members of the committee staff that he was deeply 
interested in the individual people and felt a great responsibility to do 
and have the committee do everything possible to alleviate human 
suffering wherever it it was encountered. 

That policy is the policy and program of the service committee, 
which is to attempt to do anything in any portion of the world to 
attempt to help human action and, as you know, Senator, the service 
committee as of today has operations practically all over the world. 

As the war progressesd—mind you, this is going on during the war 
and during the occupation of France by the Nazis, and the statements 
in the file show that case problems in the various countries became more 
and more complex. It was the purpose of the service committee to 
render service without regard to race, color, creed, or nationality of 
victims of Nazi aggression. It was believed by the committee that 
the Fields defended and tried to carry out this purpose regardless of 
the mounting complications which arose because of the conflicting 
political and ideological beliefs in the countries where the committee 
was operating. During the year 1946—and this is after the French 
underground had taken a pretty active role against the collaboration 
and there was great confusior. as you will recall, in France as to who 
was who, and who was what and who was doing what. 

It seems also pretty clear that probably the Communists were very 
active in the French underground, which would have been the situa- 
tion. 
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Mr. Morris. Mr. Ketcham, just by way of amplifying what you 
are saying, would you say from surveying, looking over these files 
as you did here on July 9 of this year, was there anything to indicate, 
anything to support the charge that he was running an underground 
railroad for the Communists on the European Continent at that time 
in connection with this work? 

Mr. Kercnam. There were some statements made by people to mem 
bers of the service committee. There were a lot of accusations which, 
as I started to say, started around 1946. That is when the central 
committee of the service committee—which is the steering committee 
in this country—in Boston, began to receive definite information that 
indicated that Field might be showing favoritism toward Communists 
in the service committee relief work. 

Mr. Morris. In carrying out the service committee’s relief work 
what was he doing, was he getting people out ? 

Mr. Kercnam. As near as I can tell from the files, it was sort of a 
welfare program to provide food and medical assistance and all that, 
but it is not clear exactly what he was doing. 

That was one of the problems that the committee had in this country 
of finding out what was going on. He and Herta Field were pretty 
much free agents. They were in charge and about all they got from 
this country was the necessary wherewithal to do what they were 
doing. 

Senator Hruska. Wasn’t part of the program of the service commit- 
tee the placing of dienlaved persons and escapees and refugees into 


other parts of the world than France and Italy and wherever they 


happened to be ? 


r. Kercnam. It was. But I don’t know what he had to do with it. 
Senator Hruska. Wasn’t their headquarters for a while in Lisbon 
for that purpose for the purpose of getting people out of Europe? 

Mr. Kercuam. I believe so. 

Senator Hruska. You don’t know whether he was stationed there 
and active in that phase of the world? 

Mr. Kercuam. Something in the files indicated he did make some 
trips to Portugal. Whether he was running an underground or not 
I don’t know. He certainly could have. 

Mr. Morris. The records show that there were complaints made to 
the service that he was partial to the Communists ? 

Mr. Kercuam. Yes. There is information submitted to the service 
committee in the form of allegations that Field was a Communist and 
a member of the Communist Party, and that I can say upset them 
greatly so they did everything they possibly could to check on this 
information and the rumors that had been brought to their attention 
and there were many of them. 

In the minutes of a meeting of the committee in October 1946 it is 
disclosed that the committee made every effort to secure the coopera- 
tion of the State Department in getting accurate information with 
respect to these charges. 

Mr. Morris. When was that? 

Mr. Kercuam. 1946. The minutes of the meeting show that the per- 
sonnel of the service committee in this country had been asking the 
State Department, “What about Noel Field?” “We have heard these 
allegations, we would like to know what you know about them.” I 
vou say they got nothing but pretty favorable replies about Field. 
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Mr. Morris. The State Department kept giving them favorable 
reports about Field as late as 1946? 

Mr. Kercnam. Yes. 

Senator Hruska. Were those reports from the State Department 
in letter form or by way of memoranda of personal telephones and 
interviews ¢ 

Mr. Ketcuam. They were memoranda of contact made by the per- 
sonnel of the service committee with people in the State Department 
who should have known about these matters. There was no official 
communication from the State Department at all on that. 

Mr. Morris. Do you know any of the individuals in the State De- 
partment who made these favorable recommendations ? 

Mr. Kercuam. I don’t know offhand. 

Mr. Morris. Could you check that for us? 

Mr. Kercuam. I will. 

Senator Hruska. Did the memorandums reveal the identity of the 
individuals involved in these inquiries both in the State Department 
and on the committee ? 

Mr. Kercuam. Yes. 

In 1946, as a result of the committee’s concern about Field they 
employed Dr. Raymond Bragg who was one of the most prominent 
Unitarian and respected Unitarian ministers in the denomination. 
He was employed as director of the service committee. In other 
words he was put over Fields and he was sent to Europe for the ex- 
press purpose of securing the facts on the work in Europe with a view 
to determining whether the criticism against the committee had foun- 
dation and whether Noel Field should be returned. The records by 
implication show that when Mr. Bragg returned to this country he 
was quite concerned about what was happening in Europe. 

He was able to get no information that Field was a Communist or 
following the Communist Party line, whatever that was at the time. 
But there was pretty much evidence that many of the people or the 
large bulk of the peuple who were being held were Communists, but 
you could say that was understandable since they were the ones who 
needed the help most. They were the poorer people and also probably 
had been the most active against the collaborationists. The Bragg 
trip back caused more consternation in the service committee in Boston. 

So they sent a special committee of which the chairman was the 
late Dr. William Emerson—whom you know, I believe, Senator—a 
very highly respected individual. He went over to Paris along with 
a couple of other people to check on the activities of Field and the 
foreign staff. 

The files indicate that the Fields put on quite a production for them. 
He took them around to the central office of the Paris commission of 
the service department. It was in very humble surroundings and 
they had a very humble meal and Dr. Emerson was very much im- 
pressed by the humility of the operation. That is the essence of the 
report. 

r. Morris. He was an ascetic living man ? 

Mr. Kercuam. Yes; at no time was the service committee able to 
obtain any information that could be substantiated that Field was a 
Communist or a member of the Communist Party or that he was 
using the service committee’s relief program for the special benefits 
of Communists. 
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Upon the completion of these two investigations, the committee 
became convinced that, whether the accusations and rumors could or 
could not be substantiated, he had to go, that his continued employ- 
ment was detrimental to the operations of the service committee and 
detrimental to the high respect and reputation of the Unitarian de- 
nomination. Field was advised of the various accusations and ru- 
mors that were being made against him and always insisted that they 
were without foundation. 

As a matter of fact, as I said earlier in my testimony, he seemed to 
be the kind of person who couldn’t admit a mistake. He would 
seem—and I may be a little psychiatric—to have a pronounced perse- 
cution complex which would sort of be in keeping with the type of 
mind who would issue the statement with respect to Hungary. The 
whole world is wrong but not Noel and Herta Field. 

I want to accentuate also that the Unitarians, being as they are, 
always interested in seeing the good in human beings, they tried and 
they tried desperately to think of Field and believe in him and believe 
in his principles as they were enunciated. This was not a light deci- 
sion that was made by them to terminate his employment. 

I am not sure that some of the people who were impressed by his 
personality are still able to believe that he issued that statement in 
Hungary, but that is my own impression and nothing in the record 
indicates it. 

Accordingly, in September 1947, the decision was made by the serv- 
ice committee unanimously to terminate the Fields’ services. They 
did it on the basis of a serious budgetary problem which had been 
encountered and I suspect that the Fields’ activities had made this 
program of the Unitarians unpopular so that the funds were not forth- 
coming from the denominations who supported it. 

Accordingly they were both dismissed as I mentioned earlier and 
then there is no more in the records. 

Senator Hruska. What did the minutes of that meeting show where 
he was dismissed? Have you summarized that? 

Mr. Kercnam. Because of a budgetary problem, they did not think 
they could continue the operation any more and Field was notified. 

Senator Hruska. And there was no indication that they went be- 
yond that in assigning grounds? 

Mr. Kercuam. No. 

Senator Hruska. Was there anything in the memos or in the cor- 
respondence in the files which might have indicated there were addi- 
tional grounds? 

Mr. Kercuam. As I stated earlier 

Senator Hruska. I mean in that immediate period of time in 
October 1947. 

Mr. Kercuam. Certainly it was considered. 

Mr. Morris. Did anyone stand out as people supporting him in 
references, speaking very well of him and speaking of him highly? 
Does anyone stand out in your review of the summary as having 
done that ? 

Mr. Kercuam. The one I mentioned was the one that was most 
impressive to me was the Bingham recommendation and also the 
strong recommendation by the then director of the service com- 


mittee based upon his interviews with people. But whom he talked 
with, I don’t know. 
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Mr. Morris. I have no questions. 

Senator, the point that this can add to our record is that here we 
have a man who, according to sworn testimony before the subcom- 
mittee and while he was in the State Department’s Western European 
Division, was recruited into Soviet espionage. Subsequent to that 
we have learned from Mr. Swiatlo that he has acknowledged—this 
man Field has acknowledged to Swiatlo, his jailer, that he had been 
a good loyal Communist at the time of his arrest in 1949. We have 
seen that a man like this can hold high office in the United States 
and how he can deceive, as the witness have shown today, by his ascetic 
living, his personal and convincing appearance and demeanor, how 
he can operate and how he can carry out the work of Communist 
activities rather successfully and almost without interruption in 
connection with that work. 

And for that reason, Senator, we have presented today the testi- 
mony of Mr. Ketcham who, qualified as he is by having gone through 
the records of the Unitarian service, has given us this insight into 
the activity of Mr. Field. 

And your appearance here today is after consultation with the 
Unitarian service committee ? 

Mr. Kerouam. Specifically authorized, Senator. 

Mr. Morris. Senator, we have last heard that Noel Field is now 
the head of the translating unit in Budapest for the Communists. 
That is the last thing we heard. 

Has Mr. Field ever communicated with any members of the service 
committee or have you been in touch with ine since his dismissal ? 
Do the records show that? 

Mr. Kercnam. The records show no communication. 

Senator Hruska. Anything further? 

Mr. Morris. That’s all, Senator. 

Senator Hruska. If not, we want to thank you, Mr. Ketcham, for 
your appearance here and your contributions. May I suggest, if any- 
thing further as a result of this hearing may develop by way of 
disclosures, that you keep in touch with Mr. Morris? Thank you 
very much for coming. 

Mr. Kercuam. I want to put in the record that the Unitarians 
are intensely interested in cooperating with the activities of our Gov- 
ernment and anything to get at Communists. 

Senator Hrusxa. [’m sure that’s right. 
The meeting is adjourned. 
(Whereupon, at 11:10 a. m., the hearing was adjourned. ) 
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